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Vorwort 


In einer Zeit, in dcr die Alienumswissenschafteo und msbesondere die ArchSoIogie zur 
Erfbrschung Llbertirci fender okologi seller. okonomisdier, politisclier und kultureller Zir 
summenhiingc tendicrcn und cin zunchmeiides Interesse an unierschiedUehen Akkultun- 
tionsfonnen entwiekdn, muB gerade den Gmndlagen. cL h. den Primiirquellen mid dent 
Fundmaiemd erhtthu? Aulmerksamkeft gcsdienkl werden. Dies gill auch fur cine dcr his 
her veniachlassigleii Pcrioden dcr trun^kaukasischen Geschklire mid Archftcilogie. iiir die 
von Medem und Persem hcstiminic Zeiispannc vom 6 bis 4. Jh. in Armenian. A/erhatd 
zan und in den von der Surami-Kelle geLrennien georgischen Lundscliaften der Kolchis 
im Wesicn und Iberiens im Gsicn, Ini Rahmen dieses Symposiums ubcrdiLs ..kaukasischc 
[berien und seine Nachbarn in aehuimonidischer und nachachaimcnidischcr ZciV gait cs, 
das Interesse der Ausgriibcr und Forseher fur cin imemationales Forum m gewinnen, aul 
Jjv die Probieme achaimenidischen EinfluBes in Transkaukasicn nielli nur nach Prm/r 
picn der historischen Geographic, sondem nach Krilcrien der Fundiirchaotoeic und Quel 
teir Tt Exegc5C w erortcrl warden. Wir verbunden dies mil dent Wunsch. Wissenschufllcr 
(IUS West. Osi urtd mshesondbgc sms der Kaukasusregion zusammen/.ubringeu llinen 
sollie nurht zuletzi die MdglichkcU gcbolen werden. bei Ausfldgcn nach Mcclicla/ 
AmwKkikc* Dzalissa, Upliscicte. Duseii, Zic hi agora, wichtige georgische Funds! alien in 

Auuensdiein zu nchrnen. 

Die nachiolgenden Bcitrage umfassen die Symposiums^Vortriige, deren Oberarbei- 
ietc. schriftlichc Fassuligen ini', /ilgesantll warden. Unscr Dank gilt den Mitarlvilcm 
Zemroms fflr Ardiaologisdie Sludien der Georgischen Akadcime dcr W .^enschuHcn lilr 
die Unlcrbringung der Kongrebteilnehmcr wie fUr den orgamsatonsdun Berstami, 
T, Kigumdze. hat die in georgischer und russischer Spraclie vcrtatHen Bcitrage gjtjg*' 
schc Ubertragen. l ethnische und retluktionelle UmerstUtzung gewahrten tins M. UtiUc. 
N Ludwig I Moizenbiickcr und M. Nenningcr. SchlidMidi sci dent DuvktOt .lei Eunisi 
cn-AblcUung des Dtsutschwi Arehaologisehen Inslitut.v, Hermann Par/mger. lur i Ue groB- 
zugige Aufnalimc der Akten in die ..Ardifioiogische MilteUungen aus Iran und Tuian 

herzliehst gedanki, ■ l ( Ar .unn- 

Die Redakdon dcr SympoHiums-Beiinige wurde im Seminar nr jns 

logic der Marl in Luther Uni versitiit Halle vorgenommen. 


Andreas E. Furtwiinglcf 

(nstitul tur Klassische 
iXJlcrtuniswisscnschatten, 

Martin- Luther Uni vers i tat 
Halle/Saute 


Otar Lordkipanid/e 

Zeumim iiir Anrhaologische Sludien 
der Georgischen Akademie der 

Wissensehaften 

FbiHsi 



Introduction to the History of Caucasian Iberia 
and its Culture of the Achaemenid 
and Post-Achaemenid Periods 


Von Olar Lord kip. midze. Tbilisi 


\h 


in 


Two Iberias were known in (he Ancient World: one in the West - on the Iberian penin- 
sula, and the other - in the Caucasus, on llie territory of prcscnt-duy Eastern Georgia, 

The question of the relations between the Iberians of the West and East was dK 
cussed already in antiquity* Among the great number of opinions expressed fay the Greco- 
Roman and Byzantine authors, I shall cite Appian’s one statement who in his History of 
Rome wrote in the 2 1kl1 cent,: "Some people think that the Iberians ol Asia were the an- 
cestors of die Iberians of Europe: others think that the former emigrated from the hitler* 
still others think they merely have the same name, as their customs and languages were 

not similar/* 1 

It is interesting to note that the view on the relationship of the Georgians with the 
Spanish Iberians existed in Georgia in the Middle Ages as well, especially in the 10 - 1 1 
centuries' It is worth mentioning that the expression “Spanish Georgians" dot-s -ft pure i 

translations from Greek into Georgian or I0 1 ' 1 - 1 lucent, works ■ 

The idea on the relationship of the ancient inhabitants ol the Iberian Peninsula and 
Georgia is rather popular even today in connection with the problem of the possible ge- 
neticrclalionshtp of the Basque and Georgian languages' . However, this hypothesized 
eenetic relationship, which must be lM., W ished primarily on the basts of regu ar phonetic 
correspondence in the languages under study, has so tar not been demonstrate ■' . 

The mme Iberia does not occur in old Georgian historical literature: Kart i emerges 
as an equivalent designation*. “Iberia” figures only in Greco-Roman and Byzantine liter 
ary nm the etyiLogy of .he name “Jbem’V Thenans' 

lion or me Eastern Georgia of me ChWieel and Byaanme • 

ing a difference of opinions among «££«-££ 

common name ol the people ol Eastern Georgia ’ . . . neoreinns "Kari- 

name of the Iberian Kingdom - “Kartli" and the sell-des.gnatton ol the Gcorguns K 


App.» Mitlir. 101 

For demibsec I J/.id?:ig4iri 19K2. 7*1-97. 

Sircuizc 1971* 

Dzidziguri 1982 . 

Loalkijiitnitlzc W9t T 146, ■■ir,.nir miuallv diwigitaicd ihc hill opposiic prtw' 

Mml, .a the Aeche* 4 MM hart* » - «* » 

eawtoy Mntte. - *. » g^jgSXSC 

lua* residence of Georgian king 1 - k,uth> ikiDjmufae 1996 . 135- !-* I 

For ,1 detailed review of difTerefU pomt* ol j„ m this name it amvcni.onsil. It 

The elhnic i»:uue kartlf nt>l ** lksleti m tvc MU ’ K j '• (j^.n.iNiie listen* (korgiu which n» die 

Gicco-Rumai. awl a wane, n SPM IhpM lie ' 

isolate it aodcwttkbred to K- ti* aiicic , .1 ethnic ^y nat ; h[ i^t^non ... Megid..!.. . wW<* ,> 

vhi.ui biiHuagc 1 av "Komi" trht viunvv of « » 25 the iribr of Cantu.*,. OK**** •« ,hc 

rdcreSSSt Georgia,., n.v h-w ' g v m " 

u. a.-mkal authors rX«i.. An ah. Ill S,t5- lfij IV J.l «. * 


D 


Q,ar Um»'P sri * c | 

4 . Georcinti. in the system of Kart* 

it>ii in linitviist Lcs Kartuii- t> ■ r>i' the so-called Kart-Zan 

veil" 1 11 1,1 ,UC ^Sedmmon Kail velum parent Ian- 
vdian *iiupu;mcs, vatte* ,pm ^ [0IS o( present-day Georgians, 

mf:gz£i •£•* fiSSSS i-w •* basis of 

< .1* w— ■ “ f 5 • | 

modem litcrars Georgia" 

)hp uitiorv of Caucasian Iberia h 

Written sources on <- ■ p ',_ Ac |, ae mcnid periods j 

during ihe Achacinemd and Po.l ' 1 

„„ HMQ rf Iberia cannot l* mi » * *»**■ **' " Ky *** 
The written sources on tin niwu j ^ j |. J 

diverse in dwract* conicmporancous with the existence of Ihe- 

mm 01 <*•* a " d ff ' ",0 I, comains information about the borders 

rw. Siraho-s GfdgWI# doubltess tonK. _ ; 4 | i|ica | system 15 , transit trade- 

0 , Caucasian Iberia its Ve> and from North to South 17 , and tndi- 

MH vta M* «*** ft* As "k„o7n. Strabo's evidence on Caucasian: 

sulii.d developments of imhtical hi. • ' comoanion of Pompey in his Eastern 

|Ix.ti;i Ini eelv sieins from Tlieophanes of ■ ) ,, . o r" However 

vL* n largely refleets the situation towards the mid- 1 cent. B C. However, 

bed ***«. sources, is imporw. for Ihe recon- 

Muicuon of the earlier silutit ion us well T f i; 

Strabo’s evidence indtastes ihe existence of no longer extant works of some earbj 

authors containing information about Iberia. Titus, e.g. in Ins Geography 1 3.^1 birabo 
tes the evil of ApoUodoros or the boundaries of Iberia. In connection with the dc 
si option of the mule route from India 10 ihe Black Sea. Strabo refers'" to the reports of 
■ViMohulus, I L.s r iik-nes and Palioclcs, who mentioned one of the largest rivers running 
through Iberia - Cyrus, prcscninlaj Kura (called Mtkvari in Georgian). Il may be as~ 
MiitK-d ihut the description of the soeto'pol ideal structure of Iberia, characterised by 


■4 w 

K itivvinn ini M3iiih C mil iMitii i languages arc genetically cognate languages (Georgian. Mcgrel 
and SviuiK rc^uhmg front itic ditlcxaiiialion n! Ihe comiiHin parent luryguauc. 

11 LotiOciponiil/e 19%, 151-141 

1 « UchImiu-. 'Iberinn**, " IIk-iu" are urn im-mianed. Il is assumed that in Herodotus (I KM; |Y U.t f Geo 
f tM * l ' l T lMUc / s ® ,1m: lwn,c 01 : Kroi.This iribal name is preserved in ihe Old Geoi gian design 

t; - 1 U 7 !tl 1 " rL>l " htslorWal pttnfmct of S|x*ri < already known ic Strata under the name 

i 1 , 4 " 0m llW ’*" te V*« of view, the alternation SpcrtfHit* 

lint* «tc Icmiorv het*«l r!a vrosloius ii Saiycrm represented .1 major political confederation eem> 
3 a " Cmk "* Mtd,a - Ftu MeatmuLum, WJfc 91: 116-1 IS; 233 

;; !i,,3b » 2 15. XI 14 - 5; X1 1 4.5. 4HH 

£* wmiiS * s Xi y2 ' y Xl 4 - : X1 7J; xi ** x» u.4-7. 

Srr.it>. XI XU 


13 

1| 


Slnb Mil l«, u 

* S,rib M 1 . 5 ; XI 145 . 

On Simho\ evKierKT no Caucus nr, rvw • 

* ! v 6 ' m ' m HX ! 1 ’ 6 - 96 ; 1 to- 120 ; 130 - 152 ; 2 GS- 

wah XI 7 J. 




InlrotfucimTi 1o die 1 hstt>r\ of C akKii.%ian Lbcnu and it> CulUire 
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i'IcdiK dichiiic fcdtucis , also datex Irom a period earlier than the main source used by 
Strabo in describing 11 k* n a, viz* Irani riieophaiies of Miiylenc*", 

I Inis, it may be assumed that the firvi reports on Caucasian lbena appeared long be- 
fore the Roman campaigns to Transcaucasia. Anyway, Patrocles, Eratosthenes. Aristo- 
bulus and Apollodorus cun tx: named among the authors who. according to Strabo, had in- 
formation about Caucasian Iberia. To this list should be added the name ot Maeasihenes. 
the ethnographer writing about the events ar the beginning of the 3"* cent. B. C. This 
author, who was frequently referred to by Strabo*, reported, according to the Hw.mitne 
historian Eusebius 1 ’ 1 , on the migration of the Spanish Iberians to ihe easl of the Ponlus. 
allegedly back in the times of Nebuchadnezzar'. 

The evidence of Greco-Roman authors writing alter Sirabo dates to a later period - 
the first centuries A. D. :fl However, some of the cited sources may be used to reconstruct 
the history of an earlier period. Pliny's evidence is of particular importance for die histori- 
cal geography of Caucasian Iberia 17 , while the cities mentioned in the list of Claudius 
Ptolemaeus no doubt existed in the pre-Roman period '. 

Evidence on the history of Caucasian Iberia is preserved in national Georgian 

sources as well, but only of the Medieval period. 

As noted above, in these sources the local name 'Kartli" is used throughout instead 
of the name ‘“Iberia". Information about Ibcria/Kanli during the period under discussion is 
preserved in two works One of them is the corpus of Georgian history, compiled not later 
than the end of the ll"’ cent., called Karilis Txkhovreba, i.e. "History of Georgia" This 
work consists of some chronological lv successive parts written by different authors at dn 
ferent limes, but rdleciing successively the history of Georgia from ancient times 
The opening part of the corpus, named Tskhovrcho kartveha m epeta da pa vclwmta 
manuita danatesavta (i.e. "The Lives of the Georgian Kings and of llie.r Generation Ms 
devoted to the anuent period of Georgian history . Utere is no coiiwns^ m Ho specialist s 
literature about the author of this part ol Kartli* Tskhnreba. On the bas.s ol one note, the 
majority of scholars consider that the author of the mimreba Karivciia rn-peru was 

UMt Mroveli - II' * me churchmun. , bi*op «» R ^ ’ * 

major culnml cen.ro of Medieval Georgia (hence Ihe name ol rhc h.- l.op -Mro * 

Ruisi" nccordine in ihe Old Gcoigian rule, of building name, ol pro.ena.eu. Hone 
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MuskhcliShviU 1978. 34-25; Loulkipani.be- 1 9%. 1 36 now • - • ,. J; X LIX 2; I.VIM X 
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M„„„. Mahr. m- i 17: Claud- 

1*1*1 14. PUn . \H VI, Tacit.. Anna). VI 3--. A X* * - - (C . tlu . omten) KuuMikvan 

14. Pliny tNH. Vt.26-.KU mcnlltms the lw ^ lularlC * , r v j X J I 4-5 - Hie motlcm Alaram - LanJ* 
uiul its iribuinry Oca4ene» Atazonius in n» * g " *’ .aaMoWI. , 

ki|i,ntitl/e‘ 1‘i‘ib. 1 1 5 1. vines such .is HcmuMus (m > ’* x) ^ | knnai t U s m Pliny. NK VI 29* ’'*• 

1*M V X.tiEg He e-ir> of Anroicuia - Annrrn'*- opposite ihe inwleni to*'” Mktot*. 

Amia/.i in K antis l stos »l» localcd 00 ' f . (l) | ( .,|,| fonifica>><u> system ami ‘ 

on the leii bank of the Kara Kwava.m.is ^ve hro^rMo mu l5 9-1«»; W* 

the HclU-msik period. Fur details " , ' 1 ' L h c j ly of )Sn h > 

On recent discoveries: Apakidtt el ul. 1997; on ihe > 

Piotrmy. sec l.oidkiiNini<Uc 19**1, 170-17^ 







OturLonikipani^ -jfl 

. Mmvdi to 1 lave been only the com- 

correctly consider “ w/ „„ „ and the author o( 

c first cycle ot_ i( was written by an 


»" my r-rSdWh* ° flhe ^^Kortveita mq* 
ewer «*>* cr ' ' Js ,he Tskhovrtba Koini / 

sonic other works- J 5 j* r cvcn 0 f the 5 cen . . 

unknown author ol the 8 rf LivCS 0 f the Georgian 


A^T"* « 5; tmtter how the question of 

. ««•"“ ’ GeOrsian kings.-" is solved, it is 

- „ ni r and the author ol "The ^ ,vcS „ n -\vhich -tCLjUiiiirtcd the reud- 

«* "T °!,r r ! The first extant official “History ol ^ <- ; ; lhe crea tion of the 

dear that tins ' s IIR 111 . . «fthe country. ~ 


ers with the niaui cv 
world 


,,us of .he history of the country 


tr of i he origin of the Georgians 


•The Lives of the Georgian Kings (0 ltic author, had one toretalher, 

and the other peoples tm the son of Tarshish, the son of *£« 

** KarUos (the 


of Noah (‘Targamos was the son 

the "son of Jophclh. the of ToTfiiiencc of the rivers 

the eight sons o. ^'^^‘^aftanvards became the name ot the whole 
Amgvir He called this place Kart . ^'KaitvelD. Setting forth in this way 


' conception, .he ami, or ,l,c„ rdh Uk 

, l°- r „ I- K-inli tlberia) of the founder ol the royal dy- 
, IO n ot the foundation ol the mg ^ ^ . ldminislrativc re f 0 rms. of the activities 


connin' 

(tie an gin ci ihc t icorgisU^ 


0 ? llucr kmJ^'^iicnTnhom w.'tl! ^‘Tcigt^bouring countries reporting about some events 

' Mud! ol Ecv ideitee of the ‘’Lives of the Georgian Kings..." has been confirmed j 
archaeological discoveries and epigraphic monuments, giving ground to scholars lor the 
rcicMion of the earlier sceptical altitude to the evidence of medieval Georgian historical 
etawucIcN on the ancient t pro-Christbn } penod of Georgian history . * . I 

. lotlicr important source on the ancient period of Georgian history' is Mpkfsemi 
ktialiviii ("The Conversion of Kartli li e. Georgia] to Chrisiianiiy”) 13 . Ii is known in two, 
reductions the Sliatberdi (copied in I he monaster, of Shutberdi m the 970s) and the 
t Ik U d 1 1 (named after ibc manuscript discovered in the monaster) ol ChclhhiK This work 
(Mofaiemf Kanlisai) consists of i wo parts: the first is usually called ‘Tile Chronicle'' or 
Wiikiwuii kurtliMii proper, mirraling the history of the Eastern Georgian Kingdom - 
Kurlli (Iberia of the Grcco-Roman sources) from the time of Alexander the Great to the 
11 cent., ond the pthtr pan. named ^Tfie- life of Saint Nino”, tells the history of the dil" 
hi ion oj Umsiumiiy m Cieorgiii and its proclamation as the state religion in the Kingdom 
q! Kanli (Iberia)* In the specialist literature there is no unity of opinion on the dating;pf 
his highly important historical source and on the interrelationship of its parts. The mar 
r’- :! rc ^ m |g"« W ‘TTte Chronicle" and “The Life of Saint Nino" are two 
■S?, rt? „„ . rom «■» pcnods - u,,itcd and supplemented in the 830s. The first part is 

for ti nurt niK thiMmrt Ti' ^ of,hc * 1 ' s,or >' of Georgia of the pre-Christian period, 

Ul 11 Narrates (he ancient hKinrv il. i- * ... . 1 


list ul the tin nn n r 7' J L ° l ,hc caslem Geor 8««o Kingdom of Kardi (Iberih), Thd 

•ued In i he evidence ofT * e ‘ nforraa,lon ahou > ‘heir constructional activities, cod; 
—c tZ ?£Z2£*.g*g*- » areMculoj 

(01 redactor) of the imiiat n,n „r . '°“ s ' J '' rjWe v a ,u e. It is hypothesized Ilia* the author 


epigraphic and archaeological inarm 

: mill , I nw. „r .. . a ,ue - 11 is hypolhcsj] 

me die ! Kartlisai (compiled not later than the 

used as a source an un- 


£ « l '• "wnwing the anccni iwriod V <COm ' 

' period ol Georgian history, uj 

- w 
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doubtedh existing but no longer extant Chronicle on the constructional activities of Ibc* 
rian kings, as well as the works of Grcco-Roman authors tin particular an apocryphal 
novel by Pseudo-Calisthcnes about Alexander the Great, etc.)’'. 

The cited medieval works are rightfully considered to be a major source on the Ins 
u>rv of Iberia. Researchers draw attention to the fact that whereas in some cases we find a 
fairly detailed description of events, in other cases the chronicler limits himself to merely 
mentioning the kings, without giving any information about their activities or about the 
foreign political and internal developments during their reign. Therefore In the narration, 
the chronicler may he said to have strictly followed the evidence of the sources at his dis- 
posal. this doubtless importing scientific value to his information. 

Thus, although the extant national sources on the ancient period of the history of ibc 
riu date from the medieval period, they have preserved significant information which, 
with critical source-study analysis and accordance with the evidence of (ireco-Roman 
authors ami archaeological investigations, may be used in researching some major prob* 
Icins of I he history of the Eastern Georgian Kingdom of Iberia. 

The inscriptions in Aramaic ; . Greek" and Hebrew A discovered on the territory of 
i ieorgia and beyond ns boundaries' . constitute a major historical source for the history ol 
Caucasian Iberia. 

All of them arc dated to the Roman period (Aramaic and Creek) and to later times 
1 1 lebrew). Some of these inscriptions may be used also in reconstructing earlier social and 
political structures. From this point of view the titles of the kings of Iberia ("the Great 
King of the Iberians”)'*, representatives of the royal administration (epitroposr ^iiA nil* 
eis oi some administrative regions ipiliok hst i < '\') 4+1 , mentioned in the inscriptions, are of 

special importance. 

Archaeological remains 

Archaeological remains (necropolcs, settlements, cult complexes), discovered on the ter 
ritory of present-day Eastern Georgia, doubtless commute one of the most important 
source for the history of Caucasian Iberia and its culture during the period under s u >. 
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Compared with the preceding period, the archaeological remains of Caucasian Iberia 
ot Adiaemcnu! and Post-Admemenul times are not numerous. Al ihe same time, there 
difficulties in using them for Irisiorical reconstruction - mainly because of the 
absence of.dilTerciUiit] dating (especially of burial grounds). In the majority of cases gen- 
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the complexes referred to “Achaemenid limes” are still disputable It would be very im 
portarit lo define complexes of the 6 ,K or 5 0j -firsi half of the 4 nt cent. B.C. Otherwise, ;ill 
our discussion not only uhoui die political presence of the Aehaemenids in Cauca.sian Ibe- 
ria (passed over in silence by the wriuen sources), but also abom the relationship of Cau- 
casian Iberia with \chaemcmd Iran or about die influence of Achaemenid culture on its 
local counterpart will prove to be absolutely groundless 4 ", 

Tlie recently discovered remains of a palace and belbshaped bases of Aehuememd 
i\pe m C rumbali (on the left bank of die Ala/ani, in Ihc eastern pan of I astern Georgia: 
fig. IJf 1 may be considered the most graphic evidence of the political presence of the 
Acliacmenids, However, full confidence is still lacking in their dating lo the Achaemenid 
period. The surviving cultural layer contains remains Largely of the cent. BXk and 
ol a Inter period. 

Only further Studies* rendered difficult by the strong fragincntarincss of tins excep- 
tionally important relic, may provide an answer to the question whether it really belongs 
lo the Achaemenid period or whether we are dealing with traditions of Achaemenid 

architecture in the Post- Achaemenid period, 

The archaeological complexes of rich burials, ihe so-called Akhulgori treasure 4 . 
Qanchaeti 4K and 1'sinisqaro (Algeti) 44 - all well-known in the specialist literature - are 
dated to the Achaemenid period. These burials do contain typical Achaemenid items, 
such as the round earrings in Akhalgorf \ silver phialai in Akhalgori, QanchaeU ant) 
Tsintsqaro M . At the same time, all the above complexes leutua* a number of items that 
L i ; , ... 4 [i,iU>c.k”v ui t f i l rsy.fj burials ( blchis, well "dated on thi hasif of rmpojtcd 
Greek pottery of the early Hellenistic period (second half of the 4 ih -bcgmning of the 
^ ni vent B C. T : . This- gives ground for the assumption that the rich burials ol Akhalgmi, 

t Janchaeii and Tsinlsqaro should be dated to the post-Achitemcnid period 51 . 

At the given stage of our knowledge it seems to me linn archaeological remains al 
tlie 5 lh -firsl. half of the 4 lh cent. B,C., w^hich must reflect wAchaemenid presence on T,ic ^ r 
rilory of Caucasian Iberia or their culluntl imemlutionship, arc so far not numerous. The 
absolute majority of these remains are attested on the territory of south-eastern Georgia 


*Ft 


Por dcliiils see Lordkiphnidzc I9H5. 

Fuftwiinglci/KkuQ 1997. 

17 Smirnov 1 934. 

" Gagosliidzc 1964. 

KytfmiH 0>4t, 34 41: Davlionidze 1976, 

1 Smimov 1934, pi 3. 24 - 25. ^ n i p 74 

" Smirnov 1934, |>l -ri5: Kyilirmi IMjV P 1 7; B: t ' a 8 0! '" lk 'i rt B ( ( haxl , (rf the niuh ol j 

« 111 V„m such an- burial N. 9. duiwl ««» U* »>'•■*' bc 4 g«££l smmM ainphooc (Vinl I. 

*olil staler of Plulip 11 \u,l Wack c'.m'J cam | ” s - /fx- Jmiting o** «u- 

202-240). and bun.it Nr. 16. iloMd by a Sinopc-n. imphon. to 4 £ lte fjf sm^m 

« ' -v- 1. > * »» - ^ ; :ir Zv-SSS! wi. — • 

‘sijinpcd tiles I serving as roofing I and toDpW* ■ - ^ 

patera (Vtint Ik 6S-7S); nt:ti burial I in SairklK (Mai ira h |Q ^ trll j 0 f iHe 4*-be*:iitniiig 01 tlu 
Thus, c g » b unlit 16 of Van, **l b> dlc d.ssovcicU S ^ 

r J cent. B.C. a Km{uc. a silver lunula, and Mj*® ^ils ol * g havc heen lound m «<> ^ same 

Mrhayaiad» I9K6. 16-25. fig- II.* 1 Saft^7-TO nl n 1 1 Round goht and silver car 

period nili burials ol liklivisi and SairUw I Nadirudrc i ' . V..u cent . *,c, buriolH (Nadirmlur 

rings of AUuIjsuir iviv Imm h«n diiwve^ » a J lwn na, phinlxi tS-mmov pK 

72 pi U.K Ma. ¥^‘23* ‘j*Sw»3E Sod. in U* AkhaljjW ovasurc ahontd al» 
\N 61; 62). VI hull can vilvu bc kiied to the Liiri) nuie 


5A 




Out U>ntki(um<tn- 


■mviiwirm proDiuuiii} 1 Ullilf 

t sr ssl^ M 

sags * ®*-r: -•* 


"' , „„ less convincing probnbili.) .be bnrial 

■■■■ Idatc « nh more nr » — 

(Kvemo Ka 

£ mml m and Kumisi (fig- r C But I am not q«*«e su 

,hc 7 ( ,!, T*-W h ; .tf of ihe -> «* 8 ^ ||K , V , comr lexcs. The complexes 

Ml1 *— J j rn »* «« *jggB probahb be explained by the inllucncn 

. rhv vessels, «W*I emergence slioaM F of |hfe kind arc prunanty 

Srltenu-,1,,1 wo« S| ^“ “war (6 specimens in all) Iron, 

— leg, cm in ,ayev It — 

»>.«**«•• » ‘ 5 1 hn'iWno name ,, more or less impbrunl mctacologwal 

At the mm 1 find tt difficult and jn arc;is north of it, forming 

complex (settlement or bum i? 1 ™'' ' , BC confidently datable to the 5' - 

* % » . S no information abon, arCacologicai 

3SS£ 2K£ .rt.em cc.rg, a (epnn from Abba.gori and <** 

CllJC Thc onlv exception is Ihe inmnuainous region - Ihe Soulhem slopes of teG^WM 
Caucasus Range where u fairly rich archaeological complex, known as the Qazbegi 
irejMii. . comes from the village of Khevi, in the upper reaches of the Terek. Together 
with numerous bronze statuettes and articles of adornment, typical ot the culture of the 
local population of the mountainous regions ol Caucasus . this complex contains also a 
silver phiule with an omphalos, decorated with images of swan's heads. This phiale, 
winch lias direct imiiloeies from ihe island o i Rhodes, is probably a product ol an Eastern 
Greek workshop ol die 5 ! ' com B.C 1 \n Aramaic inscription is scratched on ihe phiale, 
bm ihcre is no consensus among scholars regarding us interpretation and dating^* Any 
way, ihe inscription show* Dial ihe phiale once belonged lo a person who used ihe Ara- 
mak scrip!, widespread in ihe Achnememd world in the t' h -4 h cent. B.C, But ihe ques- 

tion ot how Hits article got into the above archaeological complex should he left open 
{import? robbery ? )"\ 
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The situation changes drastically m the second half of the -T cent B C and in the 
3 -2 cent. B*C* This is the period ot the fonnafion of Ihe Iberian Kingdom on the icrri ■ 
cor\ f of Eastern Georgia and of its early history'. Archaeological remains of this period 
have been discovered rhioughoul the territory of Eastern Georgia (their number increas- 
ing as a result of recent field investigations^ 

Burial grounds of ibis period are known in all regions of Eastern Georgia. Stone dm 
are the leading type of burials. Along with these, pithos-burials appear for the first time. 

Most important are: Kushchi (fig, IJ2h Goniareti (fig, 1.441 Tetritsqaro ip g: 140). 
Shavsaqdttra 1 (fig* /.52 k Abelia (fig, L4ljP* in the south-eastem pan of Eastern Georgia: 
Tsnisiskhevi and M/eutmze (fig* IJQJI) - in the southwestern regions (Meskheti) t 
Bambebi (fig, L23f'\ Tsikhedidi ifii* !J3) m Kamarakhevi j^g.- IJ) and Mukhatgvcrdi 
[fig. 1.9) - in the Kura valley. 

Discoveries in the Kura valley of 4 ,h -2 rk,J cent. B.C. settlements, such us the settle 
meins of Samadlo-Nasiakisi {fig IJ4\ and Tsikhiagoru (jig IJKL point to an urbaJi ex- 
plosion, which could be assumed according to the evidence of Old Georgian historical tra- 
dition, preserved in Karftis Txkfim'irba and Moktsevai Kartlisai t memitming cities long 
before the foundation of the Iberian state (he; prior to the 280s-270s Remains of 

settlements o! that period (u ith painted pottery I have Ix’cn discovered not only in the Kura 
valley besides the above mentioned Ghaniskari (in Mtskhetal in Aghaiuni, but also in 
northern (in the upper reaches of the Aragvi) and in southern regions (Sakravelak 

In i lie light of recent discoveries, rich burials, such as Akhalgori, Qatichocti, 
TsinLsqaro (Algeti), elated until recently to the Aehacmenid period should be dated lo the 
above discussed period i.e. to the end of the 4 ,h -begtnning of the T' cent. B.C. Recently 
discovered rich burials (with some articles similar to Akhalgorii. such as Papigora 
(fig. 1X1). Shavsaqclara II (fig. 152) and. possiirily. Enafeli*’ and Tsiktiiagora . arc 

dated \o the same period. 

Thus, on the basis of the presently available archaeological material, it may lx: as- 
sumed that : . ,. 

I For the s"'-4'" cent. B.C., when some regions o( Fraiscaucasia came mu» the 

range* of Aehacmenid expansion. Aehacmenid political presence is not confirmed 
archaeological I v in Caucasian Iberia, on the territory where the Iberia.. Kingdom arose i 
the T“ cent. B.C. (at any rate, on lands lying to the north of the Kura). However some 
finds of pottery (pots with a tubular spout, phialai) at the banal 

Georgia as well as on the Khovlegora settlement might be mdu.itni < ^ ^ . rti ^ 1h 

Aehacmenid World. If the dating or the architect ura complex >F . q( (he 

cent. B.C. is validated, it may serve as evidence also for the po ■ 

Acluiemenids in this region. , M . * ftf lh ,. A ih ^% n * rent B C 

i “Achaemtnki" impute, arc felt more vividly 

They are dclinildy .Vchacnwnnl :icconl,,,£ ,o I ^'^T-threiairel,-^ and pollen shapes 
adornments found in some rich burials, painted po v . 
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, h i, m chronicle Moist J L ^ ^ Greats together with “A/o, the son of the 
io Kmrtli (1* 10 hvn^ ol Ale, ru j erp After this, "Azo went to 

An;...- fam there eight houses of his kinsmen "'' In 
Is father in Anaiv-K.uih and “Iranian” (from the Old Persian 
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“ jj * S3£I£K!Sr5te e-J - cm B.C. clearly MM. » Ihe (rarlual ft* 
laiion of a highly homogeneous material culture on the enure temiory ol pitscnt ay 
asicm Georgia, this possibly being the result of the political consolidation and enter- 
cnee ot ji slate known in the Classical world Ibtriu. 


The Emergence ol the Iberian Kingdom 


The Georgian historical tradition (preserved in Kuril is Tskhovrelxi and Moktxevai Kart- 
ntnii\ reflects a severe struggle tor supreme power between certain aristocratic families 
leading various ethnic and political units of Eastern Georgia and frequently resorting to 
outsiiic help in this straggle. Thus, firstly the ruler of the southern provinces ol Eastern 
Georgia, which were once within the Iranian state, and hence called the King of Ariair 
Kartlt (i.c. Iranian Kartli); succeeded - with the support of the Pontic Kingdom ^ in ex - 
tuuimg his power lb the regions ol Eastern Georgia ' lying to the north of the Kura* The 
OKI Georgian historical chronicle Moktsnw Kurtlisai referc to Azo, the son of the king of 
n il V_ ar l ll * l ? king . However* Azo’s rule in Karl I i, based on foreign power. 


. i lived. A revolt led by Pantaya^ a representative of a noble family of Mtskheta. 

Tsklmretui TeteL^ o ^* e °® 0 *bl ancient Georgian historiography Kartlis 

t ,e ; Pan,avw ; llw nrs ' «"» of Kartli. Iberia, because he L* from 
local elite ami was supported by the local population. BIH 
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1 he successful uprising against Azo and the accession of Panmvaz to the throne is 
dated to the 2 XOs fi.C. Tlie struggle tor the supreme power was doubtless biller, as at 
tested by traces oi great destruction and lire at the ancient city sites of Sam.idlo, Tsik* 
hi agora, etc. Ptinuivaz, whose historicity causes no doubt' \ gave rise to the royal dynasty, 
called Pamava/Jans by Old Georgian and Armenian sources \ 

I he ancient Georgian historical tradition* preserved in the opening pan of Kartlts 
Tskhmrvha, ascribes to the founder of the state Pumuvaz a number ol re I. arms; termorml 
division of the country ", establishment of state offices* introduction of a common slate 
religion, creation of Georgian writing, etc ,* 1 

The state system pi Iberia was given some typical features of the Sdeueid Stale, di 
riving in turn from the slate system ol Achaemenid Iran (the statement ol the Georgian 
historian is interesting: Pamavaz created his slate “like in the Kingdom ol the Persians"). 
The country was divided into eight territorial-adminisiralive and military regions fsacrh 
sft/vt / j, which were ruled by royal officials, representatives of the local aristocracy turned 
imo royal officials that would rise in rebellion against the king s power, demanding llie 
restoration of their previous privileges^. 

According to Kartlis Tskhmrcha. the first King of Iberia, Panutvaz, instil uted the of 
fice of eight erismvi^ and one spaspeAfti Under the power of these eri stars at various 
places lie appointed spasalar$* s and inasisiavx, who collected dunes “lor the king and eri 
siav is ‘ h may be assumed that the cited information refers not only to site divisions oi the 
country into military regions, but also lo ihe division of the entire state land into ft scab 
administrative regions - "saatasisiavo"* where the king's duty (kharki sameupi'tt) was 
collected. The alasisiavis and the regions under their authority were simitar to the chiliar 
clues (/i/aupyjaj of Seleueid Syria and Hellenistic Asia, As is known* in these ilnliur- 
chies ihe population paid the royal tax f^dpoe). i e. kharki s ameupeo (according lo the 

« 1 * 1/1 

Old Georgian terminology f ■ 

The institution of his own cult by Pamavaz should be considered from this point of 
v: “Pamavaz made u great idol in Ins name: it is Anna/. He erected this idol on the 
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toil of the mountain oi Kartli, and since then the place was called Armazt or. account ol 
the idol. He raised this idol with great festivities"'" 7 . The sources have preserved a de- 
scription of this idol ol Armazi: “There stood a man made of copper, and he was clad in a 
coat of mail of gold and he had a golden helmet, and he wore breast-plates of emerald and 

" The accessloit «r PohUyoz is BtHiemUy #I«I to 284 B.C. and this date is consalcred 10 be die beginning cl 
the Georgian ntuiaiml thranology w IngtHbqva 3M4L 
* For tlcluib >cc Lorilki|^nkl/c 1U5H.760. 
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(Jieval IQKUm. Geor^o. hmnnoen.ph) considers nmwvaz lo be Ihe fin* Gcor^i king InorUcr 

(he llrsl Georgian state with its owl Geoijiun language. «Tiimg. eit 

Herdzemshvih 1955. ^ «f ,he nconk" dWanating the head of on adminisiniitifa 

” Ttic Georgian wend ertowt literally mean* 01 Ule n C0 P' t - uk '- “ u fc 

province, 

" 1 Spawn t bupn-iiM.* mitdan leader 

" StMMlttr <in the given case) - milWarj leader of a “P» lnl, c rcg o 
M Urdkipanidze I9I.S. 19-22: Loldkipamdze 1983. t I9--WJ. 
r Kartli* Tskhowoba- tieorg. 23. Germ 7ft. 
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14 , i iiimcd in his hand, so fl® 

- 5£SS^ -s^jr* . . 


Th,l t; * !. iuzi as the chief u hu , 0 f a single suite cult, op- 

(i ;) /t,m.i . wid. A lhllNlin ,cnt of merest i ^ 1 - Annazi personified the 

JSSS» <■* *— 1 a '"', „ £T**i* monarch. of .ho HC- 

!#&*£&• wks 7«- ssxraa 

„-m 'My m ** SSjJ. sBonetten the holiof of .he Wpmmacy ol 
'of l,„ *, '.II reneo.ee »■"• «&? ?3S * M .he. «wM* to . U* «r 
, in Keflh mm Jg * g£ l0 , „„bcr of other dau to well- *e power 

thmce of Kartiis mrnreba of;in Mvati* aristocrauc lamily: Pap 

of flic fihtl king of lbenn denvel I °m — ^ ^ ls why j, befitted him to rule 
«.«/ « ;i h ;i!te son of the dneb .J ha ^ |he slrugg , c against the ans- 

over oilicrs." Later on. nc roja _l ■ thc lbcrian kings who regarded the country 

locrecy. cam “J X of Sew the evidence of the Roman historian ; 

their dyiuisflc propat) . Ann Bus pomi m Pharasman “holds hereditary 

Tnntu . e-. thr lbcrian Kmc Phnrastnan « highly interesting. I harpman no * / 

;te * ™i ■Wto "» "«*»• ***** " J" — ■ ns ^ 

session" i "uftWBffcw H/hfrttf Phammnes remflfl possession ), ' ■ 

die V cent B.C. - the region of Pamavaz and his immediate successors - vs as the 

peak of development of Ibcm, 

The territory ol Caucasian Iberia In ihe period of its foundation could he recon 
strutted convincingly on the ground of Strabo^ ** Geography - In the north it reached the 
Caucasus Range 1 ' 1 , m the cast it bordered the Alazani in the west Iberia s neighbour 
wos CoK In- (on the territory of modem Western Georgia}, die fortress ol Sarapana (lo* 
cak'd at the mic ol presem da} Shorapani) serving as the frontier post. Highly important 
fur ibe reconstruction of the southern frontier of Iberia of the 3 (tl cent. B.C is Strabo S 
evidence that the regions of Iberia Gogarene, Khordzeni and the southern slopes of Pariadr 
had lie on coiu|uercd by Armenia" These regions are localized fairly conv mcinglvi in the 


MuUtcvri Knnlrnn; Gcarg* 1 19, Gem, 311-312. 

\n mm. unu view lu^bcw propped lhc dc sen pi ion of the so-called “Armnziun triad" in Old Georgian: 
HlnjLU,r - 1,! > MuuUr io Uie ^dcscri|«ioiiC of the Hmiic Uciiws. i.c. thc Old Georgian "dcscripttflrf 
. i 1 k 1 Analoliasrt model t for details $tc Gtorgad/L- 1 1 >K5 >. which, in turn, i* One more 

.I; * lht Ewteni <«**&« tribes of-Mokh," - m n, c r 0 imniion of the Iberian Suite, 
in, | , E | ! .!? . . " klcnt Easicm il tinilc - Asia Minor) cultural ij-idiituiiN ( Mc. 1 Mttnm- 

eatdiu io istuiii I*!* *"?“ AnTUWI ” (“» »d: OMii .ind Gwmi. Tltc assumption ^ 

^toSLS^g^-aj; -to - u™ - wr. 

. Snn XII 44 ’ I is given preference 

On .Hr iu] of Uvnan kmcs a. .4 in. ,■ 

1 ■ '"ii «(H,c4 a.Di«.vi “ IC,r " api flo ' n fcnww* ‘o Mirian. thc Iwt'King of Ibcri# 
O Sinh xi>:v ‘ U , ° »' “-Meaiwiuiwm l«». 47^62 gM 

„ Sl,al ' XI f5; XI 4 I 

Sliuh X| ).4 
’ Slrab. X|t U S 
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Q AchQ.msn.U 
* Pofcl-Athje'mtnid period 


ne I vrebacolouicul sues ot the Acluicmeni.t ami PosivVchactncmd periods m ( auemmin Ihct ta. 
h Cumb.it, ( Fun wanglcr/Knuutt IW, IW7) 2. Qa/bcui iTtaltonadm 197613. 

1983) 4, liiualcti (Unpublished excavations of R. Ramtsliviht 5. Kanwrakhevt tRwnjs is . ^ P 

smitiiui nit in 1991. 107. N 5j 6 . OhiriWtari (NBwbishyjli 1990; HbpwuanmiiM M l I07i N 7 !»■><« 
Z .Hap .»».««..» .1. 1991 i0& N :,H. NataLhtan .UAH 1987 

Veit t Bokhochatizc 1«63. - 18 Trikb^u ^,,,1, H» 
19 Duchritebi INnkaitbre l-JHO: Tolordavn I9HII. 143) 2U. Kasraanlmusebt tBembe ' 

PS* «9»l » »• KI,ovle SU r.MMuskheli>hv.U > 'S ML.pi.MUU.mi- 

801 24. Takbtidziri .sec beta* art.de Ga^htdw) -5. Abw (I lv u . NtekMjerf 

W»H 1991, 142. N 567) 27 Nuimrjqm OOinshun) „ 

iBrauvad/c/Davtushvili 1993) 29 Vlsetuinse (Nusnlw ’ , ’^ st I r. ,f - cf rarotn...* 1982. 4U- 56) 

Alstpin iLahdid'OSsey/Mtinii l ,w 7l 32. * 

33 , Kxiriaki (raroiUllJDiS 1 982, 61) 34 S.m\u truioimuix - ttJ7 - p fl 117 fih.;. 7 H 1 3 H 

1983. Iff.) 36 Enageti (Morpishvill i“ l, 2) 37. TeiritMtaio fB.iH' tuuto 1963; 

Das). Btwh Oirouittaie 111^-113)39. fciso(Sh«il»ri«s>» « t _ ; rhk)l ]La (Kvl*h)nwdtt 1973. 
cf, Tolurd.tva 1980. «, 4. .Abd- • ,9*3. I .MM « 

47 - 4*1 43. Alekseev^ .Kv.dm.ail e l 4 ^ ^ Abol.rn.L-. .U/m-la.I^CIu.bulun 

hcvtMsivi tAbiaimi^hvili/Gi.ciw^h' ili.kjk n.im / * iQ97> J<i Shutavcn 

47. Short iTqchelashvih 1969) 48 Satonveln , Wana^s. . M » - „ Mu , 

50. Tsopi-n.-Ul 1958. 18, 51 Also I p j ' (Miugishvili 1992- 54 Asurct. 

iMarcdisn, 1992. iSR <24-126; 1983. f 1^)56 K.kCi 

rilapusuimimuM if* mS n KUI,m 
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If, . ..inni! the watershed ranges of 

tvnvcen Iberia anti Armenia n — ^ fairly well with the 

v tp« liC lhl ' t, '‘ , | ,, t-horokhi'EttP hfaU ' ! “' T1 ";' to which, in the P eriod oi " s 

Kw*- AraN jY" ,| IL . old Ocorgion J m Georgia (Kartli. Kakhcn) anti lire 

MM reconkd Mmsnl the whole modem Basie - ,outl, -western ami east* 

filit 'henacomjn^-sanMskhc, Kola. AM ^ Arcvc ,j. Egri<- At tte 
soutHenx Oeorgum pro ancient Colchis I- ‘ u ,a establish control over 

- ^£2SS?-«* ^ "’“TXi. «« ", .»»!« ■»»“' ** 

,hc kms 01 

sSffiS •* • s “ r 

s I- generally aMMI *» ***&£ jj* of the SekwM «'“ les - wh ° l .°° k cor “ 

1 „ ; , u ..«l \lir.anl K-ii)oyc.ll « '“W „ d toce „, cy were interested in , goal- 

=1 lie mm* - *“ «S3 SX KmU, Tsklmrtho. the niter ol the Se 
mghtariy «**“ «?, IK *i“ n „ JL ,he customs of Ibe Hullcmslie monarch*. 

A***?* MW**-*** , However, later - after the 

'‘called Paiiuv. 1/ Ins son and m emergence of the first independent Ar- 

half of the 1“ cent. B.C.. Iberia lost some of its 

rnetiiiin states tiunfiL lJ iv * 
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